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SYNOPSIS

In this report is presented an analysis of some of the sampling
methods commonly used in determining the ﬁagnitude' of suspended sediment
loads of streams. A study of the iarious sampling methods has been made
to determine theif inherent errors when used in a stream where the sedi-
ment concentration and veldtity vary. between the surface and the bed of
the stream. The analysis is based upon the assumption that the samples
collected represent the true average value of the sediment concentration
at every point of observation and that the sediment distribution conforms
to the turbulence theory.

A method is presented also whereby the mean gediment coﬁcentrafion
at a vertical in a stréam can be detevimined from the concentration and

size composition observed at any given point in the vertical.
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Section 1

ANALYTICAL STUDY OF METHODS OF SAMPLING SUSPENDED SEDIMENT

I. INTRODUCTION

1. Nature an .c e of project--This is the third 1in a series of

five reports covering various phases of a study inaugurated in an effort

to improve the methods and equipment used in the measurement and analysis

of the sediment loads of streams. Inthis report is presented an analysis

and evaluation of errors in the various methods of sampling used to

determine the average concentration in a vertical from the surface to

the bed of a strean.

of the four other reports of this series are as follows:

ever,

Report No. 1--"Fleld Practice and Equipment Used in Sampling
Suspended Sediment;"™ a detalled review of past and present
equipment and methods, including a history of their dewelopment,
the methods of locating the points at which samples are taken,
the frequency of sampling, the requirements of an ideal sampling
instrument and the adverse features of existing types. The
large number of instruments which have been ugsed are also
described and classified. '

Report No. 2--"Equipment used for Sampling Bed-Load and
Bed Material;" areview and classification of the various types
of equipment.

Report No. 4--"Methods of Analyzing Sediment Samples;" a
presentation and study of the numerous laboratory methods of
analyzing sediment samples for particle size and total solids
concentration with a view to obtalning the method most suitable
for sediment studies.

Report No. 5--"Laboratory Investigatlons of Suspended Sed-
iment Samplers;" pregents the results of an experimental study
of the effect of sampler action upon sediment concentration
determinations, and of the filling characteristics of a number
of slow-filling samplers. '

These five reports cover the work completed in 1939 and 1940.

gince a continuation of the project has been authorized,

expected that additlional reports will be issued.

The titles and brief descriptions of the contents

How—~

it 1s
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One objective of the study as a whole has been to investigate and,
wherever possible, to evaluate quantitatively sources of error inhereﬁt
in the methods and equipment used to measure suspended sediment. The
comprehensive review of field practice and sampling equipment, presented
in Report No. 1, indicated that the principal sources of errors occur in:

the frequency of sempling, the intake action of the sampler, and the
-method of determining the average sediment concentration at any poiﬁt
between the surface and the bed of the stream.

In Report No. 1 was pointed out the importance of taking frequent
samples of sediment, especially during floods on flashy streams, if accu-
rate estimates of the total quantity of sediment carried by a stream is
desired. A laboratory study of the effect of sampling action upon
sedimert concentration and composition, &and a quantitative evaluation of
errors for various particle slzes and sampler intake conditions at widely
varying‘velocitiea, are presented 1n Report No. 5. These studies were
made primarily on the inteke action of slow filling samplers. The
instantaneous trap type of sampler, in which the primary consideration is
the number of samples necessary to secure a satisfactory average due to
the magnitude and frequency of fluctuations 1n sediment concentration,

will be studied as one phase of the future investigation.

2. Methods of investigating the accuracy of sediment measurement——

There are two approaches gvailable for investigating the accuracy of the

various methods used in determining the average concentration of sediment
in a stream. One is an analytical method and the other is based upon the
results of analysis of a large number of sediment samples taken under a wide

variety of conditions. Each approach has disadvantages and limitations;
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nelther alone will solve the problem completely. The analytical method
can be applied to evaluate only that part of the error which arises
due to variation in fthe sediment distribution from the surface to the
bottom of a stream. This method is based on the turbulence-suspension
theory of sediment dtstribution which}is unfamiliar'tonwst gngineera and,
although experimental evidgnce'indicakes that it 1s substantlally accurate
under ideal conditions, the experimentdl verification of the theory does
not cover a wlde énough range of cénditions to establish definitely the
fact that it always applies. The analytical apppdach is limited to ma-
terial carried in suspension and does not take into account that carried
by saltation, because the theories covering the movement of material by
saltation are not sufficlently developed for analysis, but samplers for
suspended load sample the saltation load'also when it is present.

A study based upon field measurements also has & number of disadvan-
tages., Conaidgrable time and expense are required to collect and to
analyze the 1l1uarge number of samples necessary. The data thus obtained
would be subjeseb to errors from several possible sources such as those re-
sulting from iﬁproper intake conditions in the sampler and from variéﬁiona
in sediment distribution. Without a fundamental framework with which tq
classify the results, the collecting of numerous field gamples would yield
only a mass of unrelated data, Consequently, a comprehensive study of
the accuracy of sampling methods would reguire both qualitative and quan-
titative analyses.

In this research program it was planned - to first make a laboratory
study and aenalysis of the problem in order to develop the fundamental re-

lationships with which to classify future fleld work. These studies
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would then be augmented by an extensive £field program in which oﬁher
phases of the problem could be determined. This report is a quantitative
analytical study of the problem and has been fully developed as far as
present knowledge of the principles involved permit. However, since it
is based upon the4 assumption that a perfect sample is collected under
conditions in which there exists a vertical distribution of sediment ac-
cording to the turbulence-suspension theory, and since it dees not include
the saltation load, the results will be valid only for those conditions.
This analysis cannot be applied directly to determine the accuracy of
measurements made in the past, because, in most cases, sufficient data are
not available.

This study will be of considerable value as it provides a general
view of the relations involved and will serve as a basis for classifica-
tion of future work. It also points out conditions under which sediment
measurements are likely to bhe erroneous and thus serves as a criterion
for future use. In many cases this report will aid in the proper selec-
tion of equipment to best fit any situation. Where conditions closely
approximate those assumed in the analysis, the methods hereln described
should give reasonably accurate quantitative measures.of the errors in-
volved. This report also indicates a need for determining the basic con-
ditions at all important sediment measureﬁent stations in order to reduce

the sources of error to a minimum.

Z. Authority and personnel--The cooperative project in the inves-

tigation of the methods and equipment used in the measurement of sediment
loads in streams, of which this study is a part, was planned and conducted

Jointly by the following agencies of the United States Government: Corps
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of Engineers, War Department; Geological Survey, Bureau of Reclamation,
and Indian Service, Department of Interior; Flood Control Coordinating
Committee, Department of Agriculture; and the Tennessee Valley Authority,
and also the Iowa Institute of Hydraulic Research. The studies were con-
ducted at the Hydraulic Laboratory of the Iowa Institute of Hydraulic Re-
search, State University of Iowa, under the supervision of Professor E.
W. Lane. The representatives of the collaborating agencies, engaged in
the preparation of this report, are Victor A. Koelzer, U. S. Geological
Survey; Clarence A. Boyll, Tennessee Valley Authority; Cleveland R. Horne,
Jr., U. S. Engineer Department; and Vernon J. Palmer, U. S. Soil Conser-

vation Service.

4, Acknowledgments--Professor A. A. Kalinske of the Iowa Institute
of Hydraulic Research has been consulted extensively with regard to the
theory upon which the analytical study of the seampling methods was based.
He reviewed Chapter III of this report and checked the general computa-
tion procedure.

The facilities of the U. S. Engineer Sub-Office at Iowa City, the
Towa City District Office of the U. S. Geological Survey, and the Iowa
Institute of Hydraulic Research were used for the administrative details
and in the preparation of this report. This report was edited by Mr.

Martin E. Nelson, Engineer in charge of the U. S. Engineer Sub-0ffice.
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II. STREAM FLOW AND SEDIMENT SUSPENSION

5. Methods of sediment transgorﬁation--Sediment moved by flowing

water may be classified as bed-load, suspended load, and saltation load.
Bed-load 1s defined as that part of the sedimentary load of the stream
which is moving in almost continuous contact with the stream bed, belng
rolled or pushed along the bottom by the tractive force of the moving
water, Suspended load is defined as sediment which remalns in suspension
for a considerable period of time without contact with the bottom., It
may also be-defined as sediment which is being transported by a stream
out of contact with the bed and banks, supported by the upward components
of the turbulent flow while being carried forward by the horizontal com-
ponents. Saltation load may be defined as sediment which is intermittently
out of contact with the bed and banks of the stream, being bounced or
lifted into the stream by the action of forces other than the vertical
components of flow and belng carried forward by the horizontal components
before settling back to the bottom.

Experiments indicate that the laws governing these three types of
sediment transportation differ. The laws for bed-load and suspended load
movement have been developed partilally, but very ":iutle has been done to
quantitatively evaluate the movement of saltation load in water, although
some work has been done on saltatlon movement of sand in air. When
measuring the sediment load carrled Ly a stream, 1t 18 not possible to
geparate suspended load and séltation load as they are intimately mixed
togéther. If the bed-load is composed of coarse material, it may be
measured separately, but if 1t is fine, it is diff-~ult to separate the

bed-load from the saltation and suspended loads. Ordinarily, in measuring
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bed-load, <the material moving 1in a given width ofithe river in a known
time, is sampled, and the quantity moving is expressed as weight of sedi-
ment per unit of time per unit of stream width. Suspended sediment is
measured ordinarily in units of weight of solid sediment per unit of
weight of the water-sediment mixture. To obtain the amount carried in a
unit time, 1t is necessary +to multiply +this value by the weight of the
water-sediment mixture flowing in & unit of time. Saltation load in water
has never been measured separately.' Sampling instruments and methods are,
therefore, divided into two classes: bed-load samplers, which collect a
sample of the sediment discharge of a lmown width of the.stream, and sus-
pended load samplers, which obtain a certain volume or weight of the water-
sediment mixture. This report covers problems involved only in suspendqd
sediment sampling.

Unfortunately, the physical laws which govern the transportation of
sediment in water have not been fully developed, and therefore only a
partial analysis of this phenomenon is possible. The present analysis
will be limited to the vertical distribution of sediment in a stream, for
which the théony has been fairly well substantiated. However, the con-
centration at a point may vary with time due to turbulence, change in
discharge, or variations in the character of watershed, none of which can
be evaluated analytically at present. Consequently, this report is con-
fined to & treatment of the errors which arise in the various sampling
methods due to those conditions which influence the vertical distribution
of suspended sediment. Since the various types of sampler intakes in use
will cause'varying degrees of error in the sample collected, that vari-

able is8 eliminated from thls analysis by assuming that the'sampler obtains
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a true average sample of the water-sediment mixture at the sampling point.

6. Vertical distribution of gsediment--For many years it has been
known that the concentration of suspended sediment in a stream increases
from the surface to the bottom; A correlation between the sediment con-
centration and turbulence was first advanced by 0'Brien in 1933 (7) and
has been pﬂrtfially checked by observations in certain streams and chamnels
by Christiansen (2) and Richardson (8). Rouse (9) checked the correlation
in the laboratory using artificial turbulence.

The theory of this correlation has been reduced to a mathematical
expression by Lane and Kalinske (6) which allows prediction of the sedi-
ment distribution curve that will exist for individual sizes of sediment
under specific conditions of stream depth, slope, and roughness. If the
stream conditions and the concentrations at any point in the vertical are
known, it is possible to calculate with this expression, the concentra-
tion at évery other point in the vertical and the sediment discharge
represented by the vertical. This method of analysis, which for simplic-
ity, incerporates a number of assumptions, will be used in this report in
comparing wvarious sampling methods.

In the determination of the sediment distribution curves it was first
necessary to establish the vertical velocity curve that would exist under
given stream conditions of depth, slope, and roughness. Von Karman's
equation for welocity distribution in rough conduits, which appears to
conform reagonably well to the average velocity distributions observed in
several typical streams, was used 1in this analysis. The equs_lion, and

its application in the development of the basic relation of st-uir cundl-

tions to sediment distribution, are presented in Section 10.
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7. Analysis of accuracy of sampling methods--In determining the

aecuracy of any method of sampling a stream vertical, the turbulence-
suspension ﬁheory i3 used to establish the vertical sediment distribution
for given stream conditions. The sediment distribution curve is com-
bined with the corresponding vertical velocity curve to determine the
rate of sediment transportation and the true mean sediment concentration
in the vertical. The éoncentration of sediment in representative samples
taken at the points used in the particular sampling method under study
is determined also by use of the turbulence-suspension theory. If more
then one sample is collected in a vertical, the samples are eombined and
the combosite gample is analyzed. The error attributed to the sampling
method in ddeation is the per cent difference between the concentration
indicated by the composite sample &nd the true mean concentration in the
veftical.

The equations which express the distribution and the mean concentra-
tion ef gsediment in a vertical are developed in terms of the concentration
at some reference point in the vertical. The computations in this analy-
‘sis were simplified by choosing the bottom as the reference polnt. Equa-
tiong 1 and 2,'there£ore, applﬁ only to tﬁis study or to a study in which
& similar comparison is mede.

The equation for determining ‘the sediment concentration of a given

particle size at any specific point in the vertical is

ﬁ = ﬁoe-letz . - * * L] - - * L] . . . L . - . L] - - l‘ . . L 1

ratio of height of any point above the bottom to the
total depth of stream..

where 2
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L
L]

The index

mean sediment concentration of a given particle size at
point 2 .

mean zediment concentration of the same particle size at
the ' .tom.

£.718

L

dimenglonless parameter denoting a particular ssdiment
distribution.

1 1is a function of the fall velocity of the particle and

the mean velocity, dépth, and roughness of the stream. The exact relation

expreésed in common units 1is

where e =

o
fl

In Fig. 1

0.2619 ¢ . or 0.1746 c C L ., ., 2
n/D1/8v,, n '

fall velocity of particle, ft./sec. (If ¢ 1s expressed
‘em./sec. the constants in equation 2 should be 0.0086 and
0.0057, respectively.)

Manning roughness coefficient.

depth of stream, ft. (Replaces hydraulic radius R for
simplicity. Use R if D 13 appreciably different.)

mean velocity in the vertical, ft./sec.

Chezy friction coefficient _ 1.5
n /Dl_; 6

are shown sediment distribution curves for wvarious values

of % . The quantity n[D]-/6 y inversely proportional to the Chezy fric-

tion coefficlent, may be considered an index of relative roughness. For

convenience, it will be termed m in this report. The effect of relative

rdughnaas upon

the vertical distribution of velocity, determined from the

Von Karman veloclity equation presented in Section 10, 1s illustrated in

Fig. 2

A nomograph which facilitates computation of 4+ from given stream
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and sediment conditions is presented in Fig. 3. In using this nomograph
it should be observed that certain factors are expressed in English units
and others in metric ﬁnits.

The mean concentratlon in the vertical indicated by this particular
method of saﬁpling in question was referred to and expressed as a decimal
fraction of the concentration of suspended sediment at the bottom of the
verticals. This ratio was related to another ratio P (See Fig. 4)
which expressea the true mean concentration in the vertical ag a decimal

fraction of this same bottom concentration.
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III. THEORY OF VERTICAL DISTRIBUTION OF SUSPERDED SEDIMENT

8. Definitions--The theory upon which is based ths correlation of
the characteristics of a stream and its suspended sediment load, as used
in this report, has been presented in published enginéering literature (6).
This ghé.pter will by devoted to a brief review of the turbulence-suspension
theory and a presentation of the fundamental mathematical relationships
involved. | In this review the following definitions of terms will bhe
- pertinent:

Turbulence 1s the state at any point within & fluid whers the direc-
tion and magnitude of the ielocity vary lrregularly with time. in true
turﬁulence, such fluctuations are not periodic but occur -entirely at
random, thelir frequency of occurrence following the normel srror law.

Turbulence exchange is‘the exchangs of momentum or material between
two layers of a fluld due to velocity fluctuatioms csused hy turbulence.

True mean ggg;mgnt.goﬁgentration in a vertical is & quantity such
that when multiplied by the mean wslocity 4in the vertical, the value of
the actual suspended sediment discharge in a unit widih of the streem 1s
obtained.

The ebaracters listed and defined below will be used In the mathe-
matical derivations which follow. No unite are shown inasmuch as the
equationg apply under any system of units used coneistently.
¢ = fall velocity of sediment particle in atill water.

.

C = Cheazy roughness coefficient, 1.% .
n/pY/ 8
b = total depth of streanm.

€ = momentum transfer coaefficient.
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£ = Prendtl mixing length.

m = a relative roughness factor, n/Dl/6 .

n = Manning roughness coefficient.

N = sediment concentration ata point inweight per unit volume
' of water sediment mixture.

P = ratio of true mean sediment concentratlon in the vertical

to sediment concentration in suspension at the bottom.

¢ = unit density of fluid.

8 = slope of water surface or énergy gradient.

t = a dimensionless parameter denoting a particular sedimsnt
distribution, c/A/To/p

T = unit shear between two layers of a fluid.

To = uﬁit shear at boﬁndary.

uw = vertical compohent of fluctuating wvelocity, u = 0 .

V = mean velocity inthe direction of stream flow (a bar above

a symbol denotes the mean of fluctuating values).

w = unit weight of fluid.

W = total load of suspended partiéles having a fall veloclty
¢ , per unit width of stream.

x = ratlo of velocity at a point to the mean in the vertical,
V/Vm .

y = height of a given point above the stream bed.

z = ratle of height of any point above the bottom to the'total

depth of stream, y/D .

9. Genersl equation for vertical distribution of suspended sedi-

ment--The instantaneous sediment concentration at a point is equal to the

averageiconcentration at that point plus or minus the fluctuation in

concentration.
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Sediment in suspension is in a constant state of motion In a vertical
direction due to two factors (a) fluctuations of the vertical components
of velocity and (b) the tendency for particles to settle due to the force

of gravity. In equation form this may be stated as

EJ.-’ = m* + -ﬁc *® & e & * = = @ 0 4«4 * & & ® & = 3 w =5 @ 4

where ut instantaneous vertical velocity upward

and ut

ingtantaneous vertical velocity downward

If signe are taken into account, this equation may be expressed as

N'IJ. = NC " # & ® & & & F & B F B B B B B B " F = B ¥ = 5

Combining equations § and 5

(N+ANu = Ne
N1 +ANu = Ne but u = 0

and., +ANu = Te
If AN and u are considered as always being of like sign, elther (+)

or {-), then
ANu = Nc L] L] - - L] L] - * L] L] - L] L] L] - - L] - - L ] L ] L] L] L] 6

The accompanying sketch showsa typical
AN vertical distribution of suspended sediment.
From this curve
2.5~ =

aN = ¢

« & & ® e = =& * 7

&l

N where y 1s the distance from the stream bed
to a point on the curve and £ 1s the Prandtl "mixing length," which may
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be thought of as the distance an eddy travels before it loses its iden-

tity. Combining equations 8 and 7

Fﬂil!=NC.........‘............... 8

In this equation the quantity ﬁ , commonly designated by £ , is known
as the "momentum transfer coefficient," and ies a measure of the diffusion

‘power of the turbulence. If equation 8 is integrated it becomes
— J '
loge N/Na - - dy/e ® & 8 & & 8 @ ) a2 8 & e e *© ® ®© 8 9
a : .

This is the general equgtion for gediment distribution in the vertical in
terms of & known concentration at some point, a . If € can be expressed
or evaluated in temé of some known quaht.ity, this equation can be used
to represent the shape of the sedimeht distribution curve. Prandtl used
this term in expressing the relationship of the

unit shear T between twd layers of a fluid at any point, the

unit density, P , &and the slope of the vertical velocity

curved?f[dx.
L 2 e [

The shear T , and the slope of the vertical velocity curve d_V@I ’
can now be evaluated. The shear at the stream bed may be expreésed as
" the co.mpo.nen.t of wéight in the direction of satream slope. If the shear
is assumed to vary linearly with depth, as it probably does In wide rivers

where side effects are negligible, it may be expressed as

r=(D—y)WS ou.oooo--.o-u---on--oll
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By combining equations 10 and 1l -

N ¢ I K < R )
PdV/dy :

When the shape of the vertical velocity curve has been determined

this value of € can be substituted in equation 9.

10, Vertical velocity distribution and its relation to roughness--in

evaluation of gﬁ[gx , characterizing ﬁhe'ahape of the vertical velocity
curve, is necessary both in solving equation 9 and later in computing the
mean sediment conéentration in a vertical section of the‘stream. Mény
useful theoretical equations are availab1e for expressing the vertical
distribution of velocity. The following equation developed by Von Karman
for velocity distribﬁtion in rough conduits is used in this anialysis be-
cause of 1ts physical significance:

x = 14+Y30 (1410862 ) + v v v v v b e 13

where the factor 0.4 is a universal constant determined experimentally by

Von Karman, equation 13 may also be written
V/Vm = 1 + % (l + lOgey/D ) L] L] - L] . &+ @ L] L] . - 14
-4V

By substituting equation 11 for Te , and the Manning or Chezy equa-
tion for V¥, , assuming the hjdraulic radiue to be equal to the depth,

equation 13 may be simplified to

x 1 + 9.50 n/D 1/3_ (1 + logez )

l + 1412/0 (l + lOgeZ ) * 8 ® s+ s @ . s '-V -« & s 4 [ ] 15



Section 10 29

Curves A of Pig. 2 show vertical velocities computed by equation
15 for various values of gﬂ + These curves donot turn back near the
water surface as has often been found to be the case in actual streams,
because the theory'of'turbulence exchange 18 not applicable to a negative
slope. Equation 15 gives a zero velocity slightly above the bed, and
negative velociiiea below that point. In this study the equation is
applied only to the point at which the velocity is zero, all negative
velocities being considered zero. The point at which the velocity equalled
zZero was-practically at the bottom for the smallest relative roughness
value used, 0.010, and was about one per cent of theldepth above the
bottom for the Ilargest relative roughness value, 0.030. A computation
was made also for a relative roughness factor of 0,025 to determine the
errbr introduced due +this deviation from the theoretical curve. In
Fig. 5 is shown an adjusted vertical veiocity curve, for a relative
roughness value of 0.025 (C = 60), which has.been arbitrarily adjusted
80 that it turns back near the water surface .and so that the velocity
equals zero at the sgtream bed. However, the area under the adjusted
curve is equal to that under the theoretical curve. This adjusted curve
approaches the actual vertical veiocity distribution found in most
streams. The theoretical sediment distribution curve was combined graph-
ically withrthe adjusted wvelocity distribution curve for various values
of t , then the mean sediment concentration was obtained by determining
the area under this cembined sediment-velocity curve. A comparison be-
tween these and similar valués obtained by hsing the theoretical velocity
curve revealed less than one per cent deviation for all values of t ,

which indicates that the effect of the adjustment of the theoretical
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velocity curve is negligible.

Further analysis revealéd that the theoretical verticai velocity
curves agreed fairly well with an average curve which had been devaloped
from velocity observations in streams. The 0.6 depth velocity or the
mean of the velocities at'the 0.2 and 0.8 depths, either of which in
ordinary discharge measurements, is assumed to be the mean velocity in

the vertical, checked the mean for all the curves within one per cent.

11, Simplified eguation for vertical distribution of suspended sed-
iment--By differentiating equation 14, the value of dV/dy is found to

equal +7Te/P . -Substituting this value of dV/dy inequation 12 it becomes
04y

e=0.4DVT°;i(1"2)2--....--'..-.300-0;16

When this value for € 1is substituted in equation 9 the following ex-

pression for vertical distribution of suspended sediment is obtained:

loge N/Ng = sz A2/2 (1-2) « v o o o o o o 17
' a

z

Plotting the expression,'/P dz/z (1-3) , with respect to depth gives a’
J a

curve which,r fér all practical purposes, may be treated as & straight

line. This procedure simplifies equation 17 in which may now be written

.ﬁ = ia e -lSt(z. a). L] - - - L . L ) . - - [ ] L] - - - L] L] » L] 18

where t e/NTo/P

Substituting for e its equivalent value wDS and multiplying the mem-

bers in the abeove equation for t by the respective members of the
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Manning formula for mean velocity, this expression may be simplified to

(n/D ) Vm
where ¢ = fall velocity of particle, cm./sec.

(If this term is expressed in ft./sec. the constants in equation 19 be-
come 0.2619 and 0.1748, respectively.)

n

Manning :oughness coefficient

D = Depth of stream, ft.

Vp = mean velocity in vertical ft./sec.

C = Chezy roughness coefficient (1.5 3/51/6)
A nomograph for solution of equatidn 19 for various stream and sediment
conditions has been presented in Fig. 3.

Equation 18 plots on semi-logarithmic paper as a straight line. If
the sediment concentration at one point is kmown, the sediment distribu-~
tion curve for the vertical can be conatructed on this type of paper by
simply drawing a straight 1line with a slope of -16t through the kmown
point. Several sediment distribution curves for different values of t

are shown on rectangular coordinates in Fig. 1.

12, Determination of true mean sediment concentration im the verti-

cal--The true mean sediment concentration in a vertical is a quantity

such that when multiplied by the mean velocity in the vertical, the valus
of the actual suspended sediment discharge in a unit width .of the stream
is obtained. Such quantities were determined in this analysis by dividing
the total suspended lcad in & unit width by the total water discharge in
the corresponding unit width of stream. The total suspended load can be
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computed by combining the concentrations obtained for individual points
using equation 18, with the velocity at the corresponding pé;nts as ex-

pressed by equation 15. integrating with respect to depth gives
w = P-v_mD‘N—a-eleta ) L] L] - L] - l' - - - . L) - - - L ] . L] - L] - 20

where W

total load of suspended particles having a fall velocity
¢ per unit width of stream.

P = ratio of true mean concentration in the vertical to sedi-
ment concentration in suspension st the bottom.

o
1l

1 16t - 16tz
B1.+-9.50 n/Dl/6 a[ e ? dz] + [9 50 n/Dl/sJ{ logezdz]
‘ o o

|:(1.'+‘14.2/0J1e‘16“dz]+ |:14,.2/r§l o 1% 00, d'z]. |
Q Q

P 1s a function only of 1 and the relative roughness, 'N/Dl/e.

Although equation 21 1s complicated, once the integrals have been evalu-
ated for the range of conditions to bé studied, they need not be computed
iagain. In Fig..4 are drawn curves which will facilitate evaluation of E
for various values of X . The curves shown cover a range of relative
roughness from 0.010 to 0.030 and should be found adequate for nearly all

practical conditions of natural streams and channels.

It should be remembered £hﬂt equation 20 determines thé sediment
- load for one pafticular size only. In order to determine the total load
 transp0rted'in suspension it will be'necessgry to calculate from the known
sediment concentration and the size distribution at a single point, the
quantity of materials of each individual slze, considering that each of

these values applies to a narrow gradation of material. The total load



34 . Section 12

can be found by summing the amounts in these narrow gradations.
The true meen concentration of a.certain particle size can be deter-
mined by dividing the  total load for that size by the water discharge,

VoD » in the vertical section of unit width. This results in the equa-
tion

N Piael,eta--..---coooa-ooa--oo- 28

true mean concentration in'a vertical of unit width.

where “m
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IV. CONDITIONS OF ANALYSIS OF SAMPLING METHODS

13. Computation procedurs--The various methods of éampling sus-
pended sediment in a vertical were analyzed by comparingima mean sediment
concentration as determined by each method with the true mean concentra-
tion in the vertical section. The sediment concentration at a point or
combination of points, as defined by the particular method analyzed, was
-16t2 , N N

determined from the equation N = 'ﬁae where and N, repre-

sent the mean gediment-concentrations of a given particle size range at
the point 2 and at the bottom,' respectively. The true mean sediment
concentration was determined from ﬁh = EOP , P being determined for
various values of t as shown in Fig. 4. The difference between the
- mean obtained by any method studled and this true mean is considered as a
measure of the error in that method and is expressed 1n per cent of the

true mean concentration.

14. Particle.sizeg and stream conditions considered--The errors in
sampling due to gradation of particle size are of fundamental importance.
These errors were calculated for individual particle sizes ranging from
0.010 to 0.65 mm. The particles were treated as quartz spheres and thelr
fall velocitiés in water at 20° C., were used in all calculations. The
particle slzes and corresponding fall velocities considered in this anal-

yels are as followa:

Particle Diameter Fall Veloelty
~ mm. cm./sec.
0.010 .- 0.0089
0.025 0.056
0.050 0.215
0.115 1.00
0.35 5.00

0.65 - 10.00
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To illustrate the errors of the various sampling methods upon total
concentration where a gradation of particle size exists, as in natural
streams, three size classifications, fine, medium, and coarse, were
analyzed. The classifications used and the agsumed conditlions for analy;
sis are presented in Section 27.

The errors due to particle size variations which would occur in
sampling were determined by the tqrbulence‘suspension theory of sediment

distribution for the following conditions::

a. Mean velocity in vertical, Vp, | 0.5 to 15 ft./sec.
b. Relative roughness M 0.010 to 0.030

or corresponding Cheiy c 150 to &0
c. Particle size 0.010 to 0.65 mm.

15. Validity of results--In evaluating the errors in any individual
method it was assumed that the sample collected is a true average of the
fluctuating sediment concentretion at the sampling point. However, a

study of sampler entrance conditions, presented in Report No. 5 of this
series, revealed that a sampler does not always collect a true sample,
and also disclosed +that as the size of the sediment increases the oppor-
tunity for error increases. In this analysis of sampling methods errors
inherent in the sampler itself are not taken into account. Such errors
will be superimposed and will elther increase or decrease the total
sampling error according to their algebraic signs. The effect of errone-
ous sampler action upon the wvalidity of calculated sahpling error is
demonstrated by the depth-integratién method of sémpling a vertical when

performed by opening the sampler. at the bottom and allowing it to fill as

it 18 raised at a uniform rate. The theoretical analysis indicates that
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a high positive error will result because a relatively large portion of
the sample 1s collected near the bed due to the pressure differential.
However, the initial inrush would result in a significant 1loss in the
larger sizes of sediment and a lower unit concentration than that repre-
sentative of the true sediment concentration of the stream at that point.

If the inaccuracy of the sampler itself is insignificant, the errors
in sampling methods determined in this analysis are comparable for the
sediment and velocity variations assumed. Thus, for any case where the
vertical velocity and sediment distributions are the same as those assumed,
the comparisons will be valid, regardless of whether the sediment distri-
bution is due to suspension, saltation, or other causes. The wvertical
velocity and suspended sediment distributions assumed in this analysis
closely approximate those usually found in streams and it is believed,
therefore, that, in the majority of cases, the results indicated are
reascnably accurate.

As more data on the vertical distribution of sediment in streams is
accumulated, and the physical laws governing sediment transportation are
more completely understood, the conditions for which this method of anal-
yois applies will become more evident. There is already some evidence
that it does not apply where the stream bed or banks are covered with
large rocks or other immovable objects, because, in such cases, the
sediment distribution apparently is more uniform than the turbulence-

suspension theory would indicate.

16. Manner of presenting resultg--In Figs. 6 to 8 are shown graph-

ically the per cent deviation from the true mean concentration, or the

errors 1in individual particle size determination in relation to the
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sediment distribution as expressed in the index it for all point sample
methods and for one depth-integration method. As previously emphasized,
the validity of the results presented in this manner is dependent upom
the existence of the sediment distribution expressed by t and upon the
accuracy of the sampler. The auxiliary ordinate scales in these figures
showing the ratio of particle fall wvelocity to mean stream velocity in
the vertical, EZEE , are conditioned upon the reliability of the sedi-
ment distribution theory for the particular stream conditions being
analyzed. If the actual sediment distributions conform to the theoreti-
cal, the EZ.Y..“! scale can be used in estimating errors in sampling msthods
for a rather wide range of sediment and stream conditions.

The valués of the errors ‘arising in using the point sample methods
over representative ranges of particle size, stream roughness, and veloc-
ity are given in Tablell. In the interpretation of these results it
should be recalled that they are dependent wupon the conformity of the
actual with the theoretical velocity and sediment distributions. Fig. 9
illustrates the relation of the errors in the various methods to the mean
stream velocify in the vertical for various sizes of particles and an
average relative roughness.

The errors which would occur in using the various depth-integration
methods with varibus particle sizes and different types of sediment dis-
tributions, as determined by the stream conditions, are presented in
Figs. 10, 11, and 14 for an avefage relative roughness condition. Tables
2 to 5 show the same results in terms of stream and sediment conditions
for all depth-integration methods analyzed in this study.

The results of an analysis of methods used in determining total
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concentration of graded materials, approximating gradations of particle
size that exist in natural streams, are presented in relation to stream
velocity in Figs. 16 and 17 for point sample and depth-integration

methods, respectively.
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V. ANALYSIS OF POINT SAMPLE METHODS

17. §ingle point methods--Only the +two single point methods of

sampling that are commoﬁly empiojéd in routine sediment investigations,
the surface and 0.6 depth methods, will be anal}hed in this study. In
the analysis of the surface method the sediment concentration at the sur-
face wﬁs compared directly with the true mean éediment concentration
without the application of a coefficient. = Under all conditions the
analysis in&icates negative deviations from the true mean concentration
that increase, as the curvature of the sediment distribution curve in-
creases. The errors are appreciable for all particle sizes'except the
oxtremely fine mmterisal.

In the 0.8 dépth method as it is commonly used, it is assumed that a
sample collected éi the 0.8 depth point 1s representative of the mean
sediment concentration in the vertical. An analysis conducted on this
basis indicated that this method ‘generally results in less error than the
surface method but the errors are less consistent. The deviations from
the true mean concentration are positive for distributions expressed by
values of about t = 0.3 or less, and are negative for distributions of
greater curvature.

In Figs. 8 to 8 are shown the plotted values of deviation from the
true mean'for various values of 1 for this method, along with that of
the other methods which will be described in the following sections of
this chapter, for relative roughness factors of 0.010, 0.020, and 0.030,

regpectively.

18. Surface, mid-depth, and bottom methods--In past sgediment stud-

les it has been the practice to determine the mean sediment concentration
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in a vertical either by averaging the concentrations in samples of equal
volume which were collected at the surface, mid-depth, and bottom or by
giving the mid-depth concentratidn double weight before averaging it with
the concentrations in the other two samples. Although it is impossible to
collect a suspended.sediment sample exactly at the bottomof a stream, for.
purposé of this analysis the bottom sampling point was arbitrarily located
at 90, 95, 98, and 100 per cent of the stream depth at the vertical.

The errors, or deviations from the. true mean, are positive for
practically all conditions because the bottom sample is taken at a point
which is below that of mean concentration for the section of discharge 1t
represents. Further analysis reveals that when double weight is given to
the concentration of the saﬁple from the mid-depth point, the error is
reduced for all values of 1 , index of vertical sediment distribution,
greater than 0.10. In considering the point at which the bottom sample
1s collected it appears that the concentration in a sample from the 0.9
depth approachas the trus mean cloéer than dees a sample collected at the
bottom. However, in any case the error is insignificant for t wvalues
below 0.02., Generally, the errors are less for these methods than for

the surface or 0.6 depth methods for t values of 0.1 or less.

19. Straub method--Dr. Straub developed a method of sampling in

the Missouri River (11) wherein the sum of 5/8 of the concentration in
the sample from the 0.2 depth and 3/8 of the céncentration in the sample
from the 0.8 depth is considered to be the mean concentration in the ver-
tical sampled. The sediment distriﬁution in the v;rtical was considered
to be 1linear. In this analysis the concentration determined in this

manner was compared with the true mean.
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The results indicate that this is one of the more accurate methods
adapted to routine use. For sediment distributions of leass curvature
than expressed by' t = 0.03 the errors for the three stream conditions
shown are less than- 3 per cent. For streams with relative roughness
factors of 0.020 or 0.030 this method appears to be more accurate  for
a wider range of particle sizes and velocities than any other method ana-

lyzed, while for smooth channels, relative roughness of 0.010, it is not

much more accurate than the 0.6 depth method. It is probable, however,

that the favorable sghowing of +this method may be offset in the field
because some methods in which more samples are collected would probably
better repregsent the =mctual sediment distrilmtion in the wvertical and

reduce errors which arevintroduced due to momentary: fluctuations of the

sediment concentration.

20. Luby method--In the Luby method of sampling, a vertical section
is divided into & number of increments of equal discharge and a sample is
taken at the midpoint of each inerement. By taking samples in this man-
ner, each sample represents an egual discharge, therefore the cdncentra-
" tions at each point are properly weighted. This is accomplished by
dividing the wvertical velocity curve into equal aréas and collecting a
sample at the centroid of each area. A more complete description of this
method is given in Report No. 1 of this series.

In these computations, & water-discharge summation curve for a unit
gtream width computed from the vertical velécity curve facilitated in the
location of the sampling points. Curves B of Fig. 2 show the per cent of

total discharge below each depth for the velocity distributions used in
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this study. The cumulative per cent of total discharge from- the surface
to the midpeint of each increment of diacharge-indicatés the location of
the sampling poipts. Computations wére made by using elther 3, 5, or 10
points; in each case the cpncentrations were averaged and the composite
sample thus obtained compared with the true mean.

Analysis revealed that the Luby methed, using either 3, 5, or 10
points, is reascnably accurate for all gediment distributions of t = 0.2
or less. As might be expected, the analysis also indicated that in using
the Luby method the deviations from the true mean, or error, decreased
wheﬁ the number of sampling points was‘increased. The errors are always
negative because the samples are takenrat the point of mean dilscharge in
each sectlon, whilg the actual point of mean concentration occurs at a
lower point which has a higher concentration than that of the sampling
point. 8Since the errors are consistently of one sign, and do not change
rapldly for different conditions of velocity and sediment distribution,
they could be reduced by applying a coefficient. However, if this is to
be done the size distribution of the sediment must be known.

In the Luby method the velocity distribution at the time of sampling
must be lmown although an average velocity distribution determined from a
number of measurements can be used without introducing a large error.
7 Although this method is somewhat more complicated +than others it can be
simplified by taking samples of equal volume. Then all the samples from
one vertlical can be combined inte one composite sample for the analysis.
The Luby is probably the best of the present methods for use in streams
whose depths exceed 20 ft., and it is satisfactory alse for shallower

streams.
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21, Sampling errors incldent to stream and sediment conditjong--

The errors introduced in point sample methods due to variations in the
vertical distribution of sediment have been discussed. Errors in sampling
by various methods due to variations in sediment size and stream velocity
with a relative roughness factor of 0.020 are shown graphfhally:haFig. 9,
The validity of these results is naturally dependent upon the existence
of a sediment distribution which conforms +to that indicated by the
turbulence-suspension theory for each given stream condition. The results
by all the methods studied with three dégrees of relative roughness and
‘various particle sizes and stream velocities are summarized in Table 1.
Concerning the individual methods, the following general conclusions can
be drawn:
&. Single point method: The true mean concentration can-
not be determined from single point samples except for a few
limited cases, because the depth at which the mean sediment
concentration occurs varles with particle size and with stream
conditions. The surface method gives large negative errors for
all except very small particle sizes. The results obtained in
the 0.8 depth method are better; however, this method also

gives large errors unless the particle size of the sediment 1is
small.

b. Surface, mid-depth, and bottom method: This method 1is
reliable only for relatively fine particles or for high veloc-

ities. In most cases the error was positive for all stream
conditions and particle sizes, because the bottom sample is
collected at a point which is lower than the point of mean
concentration of the section of discharge it represents. By
assigning double weight to the mid-depth concentration the error
is reduced somewhat; similarly, the error is usually less when
the sample is collected at a polnt some distance above the
bottom instead of at the bottom. However, the errors are still
excessive for the larger particle sizes.

¢. Straub method: This method is one of the more accurate
of those adapted for routine use. The errors are negative for
all particle sizes with relative roughness coefficients of 0.010
and 0.020, changing tu positive for the larger particle sizes
with a relative roughness coefficient of 0.080.  For relative.
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roughness values of 0.020 and 0.030 this method is accurate for

~a wide range of particle sizes and velocities, while for a
relative roughness factor of 0.010 the errors increase indicat-
ing that the method 1s less accurate in this range.

d. Luby method: This method is accurate for a wide range
of particle sizes and stream conditions, and the degree of
accuracy increases with an Increase in the number of sampling
point. However, the errors are excessive for very large particle
sizes at low velocities.

In general, the errors increase as the particle size increases and

they decrease as the velocity and relative roughness increase.
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VI. ANALYSIS QF DEPTH-INTEGRATION METHODS

22. PFilling rate equal to stream velocity--A slow filling sampler

which will consistently draw a sample of inflowing water without dis-
turbing either the magnitude or the direction of the stream velocity
ahead of its mouth, will collect a tru§ integrated sample. 1If such a
sampler is held atationﬁry, a time-integrated point sample will be ob-
tained, whereas, if the sampler fills while traversing some distance in a
vertical, lit will take a so-called depth-integrated sample. In the dis-
cussion which follows this type of sﬁmpler will be described as filling
at a rate equal to the stream velocity.

Obviously none of fhe samplers investigated in the study were capable
of taking a true integrated sample in accordance with the above defini-
tion. Only the Rock Island sampler indicated a filling rate approximately
proportional to the stream velocity, but the filling rate was considerably
augmented, particularly at stream velocities below 2 ft./sec., by the
exchange of air and water as in the normal filling process in other
samplers. However, the analysis of the depth-integration method is made
on the assumption that the sampler does fill at a rate equal to the stream
velocity and that it does not disturb either the flow lines or velocity
ghead of ifs intake. Since it is impossible to sample immediately at the
stream bed, because of the physical shape of the sampler, and since such a

practice is undesirable, because of the pfobability of disturbing the bed
material, all computations were made assuming that the sampler traversed

80, 90, 95 and 98 per cent of the depth at the vertical.

The mean sediment concentration was determined from the area under
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the combined velocity and sediment distribution curve above the maximum
depth to which the sampler was lowered. A comparison between the mean
concentration of this area and the mean concentration of the area under
the curve from the surface to the stream bed indicated the error, or de-

viation from the true mean sediment concentration.

TABLE 2

ACCURACY OF DEPTH-INTEGRATION METHOD WHEN SAMPLING DIFFERENT PROPORTIONS OF
THE STREAM DEPTH AT A FILLING RATE BQUAL TO VELOCITY

Mean Extent of
"J'::"’ aampling Porcentage error
vertioal [ percent Helative roughness n/DY/8 = 0.020 Relative roughness n/DV/® = 0.030
ft./s00, lof stream Farticle gies in wm, Pprticle elze in mn
depth 0.010  0.025 [ 0.08 |0.115 | 0.35 | 0.68 | 0,010 | 0.028 | 0,06 (0,118 | 0,235 | 0.85
80 |~22|-2¢ |80 || mnm| —u | < 2.0|= 48|18 |84 | —ms| amen
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The results of this study are shown in Table 2 and Fié.'lo. In~all
cases the errors are negative, increasing with increasing values of x
and decreasing with increasing values of‘rélative roughness. For the
0.010-mm. particle size sediment, +this method was extrémeiy accurate-fof
all depths sampled. The results were fairly good for the 0.025;mm.-sedi—
ment; the maximum error of 14 per cent occurred at the lowest velocity
and relative roughness ﬁalue and the shallowest depths sampled. .in gen-.
eral, the errors appear to decrease when greater percentages of the depth
are sampled and when the relative roughness coefficient increases but in-

crease with the larger particle sizes of sediment.

3. Filling rate constant--A number of slow filling samplers used

in the depth-integration method are not appreciably affected by stream
velocity because they do not face into the stream flow and they tend to

fill at a constant rate when lowered or raised at a rate of 1 to 2
ft./sec. The characteristics of slow filling samplers are discussed in
Chapter VI of Report No. § of this serfes. In analyzing the depth-
integration method it is assumed that the sampler fills at a constant rate
while being lowered or raised. Computations were made assuming that 80,
90,'95 and 98 per cent of the depth was sampled. Since the intake rate
was constant at all depths, the mean concentration in the sample was
equal to the mean of the area under the sediment distribution curve from
the surface to the maximum depth sampled. m
The deviations from the true mean sediment concentration indicated
for the various depths éampied and for va;ious values of relative rough-
" ness are shown in Table 3 and Fig. 11. This method is very accurate for

all percentages of stream depth sampled for the 0.010-mm. particle size
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Fig. 10 - Accuracy of depth-integration method when sampling different
portions of the stream depth at a filling rate equal to velocity.
gediment and is fairly accurate for the 0.0R5-mm. size, there being a de-
viation of 12 per cent at the minimum veloecity for a relative roughness
value of 0.010. The errors decrease with an inérease in percentage of

stream depth sampled and as the velocity decreases.

For a limited range of depth and for some of the relative roughness
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AQCURACY OF DRFTE-IFTEGRATION METHCD WERE SAMPLING DIFFERENT PROPORTIONS OF
THE STREAN DEPTE WITH FILLING RATE OCNSTANT

Mean Extept of
velooity | esmpling : Percentage oerror
vertical | percent Relative r%ﬁmu /036 o 0.010 Relative s 3/0t8 .
ft./nec. of stresm article size in mn, . - cle size ip gm,
| depth [C.010 [0.036] 0.08 [0,118 | 0,25 | 0.88 | 0.010 o.'ﬁ 0.05 [0.118] ©.385] ©.65
80 1,8 (=18 |88 |e=vew | evem| com | = 0.7 |~ 4.3 |-2¢ |-80 — | ————
0.5 80 =06 |= 4l [=B |=meme [ | e [ =01 |-0.8 (-8 [-48 —| ———
. 98 =01 (=021 || mmme| ween [ $ 0.3 |¢ LB |8 =37 —ee| -
98 + 04|+ 2.8|+5 e | mrma | eeee | 4 Oud [+ 2R (414|432 —me | ———
80 -0.9|=88|-20 |[=-89 e [ e | = 04|21 |-20 (-85 —| ——
80 -0.8]|=20(-13 (-85 — | == 0 |=0.2|=1,8|-22 | ———-
1.0 98 (=01 0 |-3.0|=M | | e [+ 0.2|¢ 0.8+ 32|+ 2.2 =] —-
T 4+ 0.2+ 1.1 [4 42«08 | =—-| ~— |+0,1]|+1.8+7 [+30 —| ——
80 -0.6 |=37(=12 |-61 —re | ———— [ = 0,2 ]|= 1.0 |= 4.5 |27 —— | —
90 - 0,3 |= 1.0 - 4.8 w38 - ——— [+] - 0.1 |= 0.5 -7 e ——
2 98 (=01 0 |~0.3]|-13 | =< coem [ 0.1 |40t [+1.7|¢8 | coon| —en
) 0 |(+0.8 (s 2.8[¢B ——— | — 0 |+ 0.7 |+ 3.4 |418 P —
80 -0.4(-18~8 |=42 cram | w—n [ = 0.2]|=0,7 (- 3,0 (<17 [~ ——
3 80 = 0.2 |~ 0.8 = 2.8 =22 — | ——- 0 |=0.1|=0.3|=3.3|=-30 ——
98 =01 0 0o -7 —| - 0 [+ 0.2 |+ 1.1 [+ 48(=1,3| =
98 0 [+ 04|+1.7|+8 ——| e | O [+ 0.4 |+ 2.2 410 |+4E -—-
80 =04 |=1.3 (=8 [-33 o= | e | = 0.2 | 0.8 (= 2.3 (<12 [-84 _—
. 80 - 0.2 |= 0.8 | = 2.3 |-14 —_—| —— 0 0 |-0,2|-1.9]|-29 —
o8 =01 =01 0 [+ 40| e | e 0 |+ 0.3+ 0.8 [+ 3,6+ 0,3 e
98 0 |[+0.2|+#1.3[+ 48| —m| —= 0 [+0.3(+1.6|¢+8 [+38 ——
80 - 0,3 |=0.9|=4.0 (=21 [~86 demm | =0l [ Oud [~ 14 =7 |46 =74
s 80 ~0. |- 0,8|=1.8]|-8 |[-88 -— 0 0 |=0d(=2.0]=17 (-2
s 0o |-01| 0o |~1.3[-28 —— 0 |(+01 [+ 0.8 |+2.E(+58 |-1.3
98 0 [+ 02|+ 0.8 |+ 3.6 |+ 01| === 0 |+ 0.2+ 1.0 |+ 5 (425 |[+45
80 =01 |=-0.8|=232|-12 [-61 [-89 =01 |= 0.3 |- 0.9 [=4,0]|-27 |88
10 80 -0.1|~0.3|=0.8]|=4.0 (=38 [-83 ) 0 |=0d|~0.8]|-7 |a=22
o8 0 (=01 0 |-0, |13 [-m ] 0 (¢+0.2|+1.4|+8 [+ 32
o8 0 |+ 0d|+058|+2.4e8 [~0.8 0 [+ 01 [¢0.,8 ]|+ 31|48 [+30
80 0.1 (=08 |=18]|=7 |42 |=77 |=0.1|=0.2=0.8 |~ 2.8 =17 -3
18 80 0 |[=0.3(-0,6|=2.6 |22 |48 0 0 0 |=0.3|=33|-12
58 0 |[=~0lf 0 0 |=7 |10 0 O |+0.2 |+1.0|+4.8[+6
%8 e 0 (+03(+1.8(+8 [+1.8 0 [+0.1 [+0.3 [+ 2.0(+s0 |+2

factors which were assumed, it appears +that a sampler which fills at a
uniform rate 1is more efficlent, i.e., shows less deviation from the true
mean, than does_ a sampler that fills at a rate equal to the velocity.
However, a more detalled examination of Fig. 11 reveals that for all
other depths sampled and other relative r&ughness values, the deviations

are greater in this method. For example, from Fig. 11, when 98 per cent

of the depth 1is sampled and the relative roughness m is 0.020, the
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Fig. 11 - Accuracy of depth-integration method when sampling different
portions of the stream depth at a constant filling rate and accuracy when
sampler is opened at different depths.
error varies between 1 per cent for a value of t of 0.02 and 60 per
cent for a value of t , of 1.0, whereas, from Fig. 10 for the same
range of depth and for a relative roughness factor of 0.030, the maximum

deviation for all values of t was less than 7 per cent.

Although it appears that sampling at a uniform rate would in certain
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limited cases be better than the method in which the sampler is filled at
a rate equal to the velocity, it may be further said that fleld experi-
ence and detalled laboratory analysis of the problem indicates that it is
impossible for a sampler +to fill at a uniform rate and at the same time
collect a sample of a true composition. Consequently, the inherent error
resulting from this type of filling action is necessarily superimposed
upon thegse results and thereby greatly reduces the accuracy. A detailed

analjsia of this problem is presented in Report No. 5 of this series.

?4. Sampler opened near stream bed--It has been a common practice

to open a slow filling, rigid container sampler at the stream bed and to
rai;e the sampler at a ﬁniform rate, such that it will reach the surface
before the container is filled completely. In such a procedure, part of
lthe sample will be collected almost instaﬁtaneously frbh the initilal
rapid filling which 1s due to a necessary pressure equalization, and the
remainder of the sample will be collected as the sampler i1s raised. The
amount of the initial .1nrush to equelize the pressureé is a function of
the hydrostatic pressure and the volume of the sampie container. In the
various types of samples tested, this pressure equaliZzation was shown,in
the experimental Study of sampler filling characteristics presented in
Report No. 5 of this series, +to occur within 1 sec. The theoretical re-
lationship between degth at which the sampler is opened and the volume
entering due to initial‘inrush is shown in Fig. 12. The results obtained:
with the samplers tested checked this theoretical relationship very
closely. | ‘

After the initial infush,‘ the filling rate was considered constant

since the error introduced by the volume of initial inrush is so large
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Depth at which sempler is opened in ft.

N\
Lo
50
An : \\
0 10 20 20 40 50 60 70

Initial inrush in percent of capacity

Fig. 12 - Relation of depth +to per cemnt of sampler capacity filled in
initisl pressure equalization.
that the variations in the normal filling rates for the different types
of slow filling samplers is insignificant. |
For purposes of this analfsis, it was also assumed that 90 per cenﬁ
of the sampler capacity wouldrbe filled when 1t reached the water surface.
This value was selected because usually when the sampler returns to the

surface completeiy filled the sample is rejected. The mean concentration

in the sample would then be:
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N, i+Ng4ﬂ0.90 - 1)
0.90

Np =

whero No concentration at the point of opening which varies ac-

cording to the minimum distance from the intake to the
gtream bed for different samplers.

1 = ratio of volume of initial inrush to capacity of sampler,
determined from Fig. 12.

N3 = concentration in that part of the sample collected while
being reised.

The errors in samples collected in a sampler which was opened at
depths of §, 15, and 50 ft. in a stream with a relative roughness factor

of 0.020 are shown 4in Table 4 and Fig., 11, This method also is very

TABLE 4

ACCURACY OF DEPTH-INTRGRATION METHOD PERFORMED BY OFIENING SAMPLER
AT THE STREAM BED AND FILLING WHILE BEING RAISRD

Helative roughness nlﬂl'le = 0.020

Mean th
veloolty nﬁg, Peaxrosntage error
"1 trean
ﬂrt:od * Particle eisze mm.
1t./smo. 1. 0.010 0.028 0,08 0,118 0.35 .85
8 - G,7 + 2.5 + 18 + 27 ——- ——
0.8 15 + 1.5 + 12 + M -« 330 - r——
3 + 4,5 + 29 + 170 + 1000 ——— ———
8 - 0.8 + 0.7 + 7 + 34 —— ——
1.0 1= + 0.6 + B + 30 + 190 -— ————
S 80 + 2.1 + 14 + 85 + 470 —— ——
-] - 0.8 - 0.5 + 3.8 + 18 — —
2 15 + 0.3 + 2,7 + 13 + B8a -——— ——
B8O + 0.8 + 8 + 30 + 190 ——— -———
b - 0,7 - 0.7 + 1.3 + 11 + 31 -
3 15 + 0.1 + 1.8 + 8 + B0 + 280 —
80 + 0,5 + 4,6 + 20 + 120 + 880 ——
5 - 0.8 - 0.8 + 0.8 + 8 + 34 ————
4 15 0 + 0.9 + & + 38 + 230 ——
80 + 0.3 + 3.0 + 14 + 80 + 800 ——
-] - 0.0 - 0.8 - 0,1 + 4.8 + 3 + I1
é 18 0 + 0.8 + 4,3 + 28 + 180 + 200
8o + 0.1 + 2.0 - 9 + 47 + 360 | + 880
: [ - 0.4 - 0.7 - 0.7 + 2.2 + 18 + 34
10 15 0 + 0.3 + 3.0 + 11 + 83 + 190
80 .0 + 1.0 + B + 2 + 180 + 470
8 - 0.3 - 0.7 - 0.8 + 1,0 + 11 + 28
16 15 0 + 0.1 + 1.2 + 7 + BO + 120
80 0 + 0.8 + A5 + 18 + 180 + 200
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accurate at all velocities and depths for the 0.010Tmm. pgrticle size
sediment; however, the erroré increase 10 a mﬁximum of‘29 per cent for
the 0.025-mm. particles. Even éf a 5-ft. déﬁﬁﬁ the efrors exceed 30 per
cent for value of % greater than 0.4. At 15 and 50 ft. the errors are
excessive in all cases except thbae in which the sediment distribution is
practically linear. 1In using this method the errors introduced are much
greater than in any of the others. With larger size particles the devia-
tions are so great that this method should not be used.

This analysis was made on the assumptibn that a true sample would be
obtained with the sampler. However, from the study of sampler acfidn
presented in Repert No. 5§ of this geries, it appears that g loss in sedi-
ment does occur with the initial inrush and that the errdr thus introduced

veries with the particle size of the sediment.

25. Depth-intepration with an existing sampler--The filling rates

of present samplers are neither uniform nor equal to the stream velocity
at any point in the vertical. Hence, the accuracy of the depth-integration
method as performed with one of the more comﬁon samplers was analyzed.
The one selected for study was the Rock Island slow filling sampler which
is described in Reports Nos. 1 and 5 of this series. |

Because in this case the errors do not vary directly with the para-
meter t the procedure of analysis was somewhat different. The method
used consisted of combining the experimental data on the actual filling
rate of this sampler, as presented in ReportrNo. ?,“with various sediment
distribution curves. It was assumed that the fiilggg rate véried with
the stream velocity as indicatéd by thé calibratioﬁ curve in Fig. 51,

Report No. 5, and that the sampler was lowered and raised at & constant
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rate. The relation of filling rate to velocity shown by the calibration
curve in this figure was applied to the vertical velocity distribution
curve for a relative roughness pf 0.020, with mean velocity varying from
1.0 to 6.0 £t./sec., and the variation of filling rate with depth for

each mean veloclity considered was found to be as shown in Fig. 185.

PERCENT OF DEPTH FROM SURFACE

T 17

| ] ] /

g I [ 1/
o KR AEINAR

1 /
/ /

1[/ / //
ol [/ /1 f

41V v/ /)

e

30 40
FILLING RATE IN CC. PER SEC.

Fig. 13 - Veriation of filling rate of Rock Island sampler with depth for
various velocity distributions  established by a relative roughness of
n/pl/® = 0.020.

\

Each filling rate curve was combined with the sediment distribution
curve appropriate to the chosen mean velocity and sediment size, to form
a series of sediment dischafge curves. Tﬁe areﬁs under these curves are
proportional to the weights of sediment in the respective samples. Simi-

larly, the area under each filling rate-depth curve is proportional to
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the weigﬁt of water-sediment in the sample. Thg ratio of the arsas under
two corresponding curves is the apparent mean concentration in the sample?
and tc determine the accuracy of the sampling mesthod this mean concentra-
tion is compared with the true mean concentration in the vertical.

The Rock Island sampler cannot sample less than 3 in. from the
stream bed. Therefore, in the assumed depths of 5 and 15 ft. this
sampler could traverse 95 and 98.4 per cent of the depths, respesctively.
In Table & and Fig. 14 are presented the results of this analysls. It
appears that for the percentages of depth sampled, 95 and 98.4, respec-
tively, this sampler glves very accurate results for 0.025-mm. or smaller
sediment at wveloclties between 1.0 and 6 ft./sec. and shows only 7 per
cent error for the 0.05-mm. particles. TFor larger sizes of sediment the
errors are appreciable. However, it should be noted that this analysis
was based on the assumptlon that a true representative sample was col-
lected, whereasg, laboratory analysis, Report No. 5, has demonstrated that
unless the sampler fills at a rate equal to the velocity at every point

in the vertical, it is impossible to collect a true representative sample.

TABLE 5

ACCURACY OF DEPTH-INTEGRATION METHOD PERFORMED BY ROCK ISLAND
SAMPLER, FILLING WHILE BEING LOWERED AND RAISED

Relative roughness n/Dl/6 = 0.020
Mean Percentage Error
Velocity 5-ft. stream depth 15-ft. stream depth
in 95% of depth sampled 98.4% of depth sampled
Vertical Particle size, in mm. Particle size, in mm.
ft./sec. | 0.010 Q.085 | 0.05 [0.115] 0.35 | 0.010 [<0.025 | 0.05/0.115]|0.35
1.0 +0.2 | +2.0|+2.6| +1.4| ~-———| +0.3| +2.3 | +7.0|+22 |-——-}
2 0.0| +0.3| +0.7 +1.0| ——— 0.0 +0.4 | +2.0(*10 -]
3 0.0 0.0| +0.3 | +0.5 -19 0.0 +0.3|+1.2|+4.0 |+20
4 -0.1 0.0 +0.1 . =15 0.0 0.0 | +0.5|+2.2 [+7.0
8 -0.1 0.0 -0.1 -0.7 -11 0.0 0.0 +0.2|+1.0 |+1.5
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VII. METHOD FOR DETERMINING TOTAL CONCENTRATION -

26. Sediment gradations end methods used in analysis--The various

point sampling aﬁd depth-integration methods were applied to typical
composite water sediment samples in order to determine their relative
accuracy when used in actual stream conditions. The gradation curves of
three types of sediment which were used in the analysis are shown in
Fig. 15. These curves, designated A, B, and C, respectively, represent

fine, medium, and coarse-grained sediment.

.3
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™
\

PERCENT FINER
Ty
‘\ -
T

/ Al /
20 7 /
// ‘ // 7
L~ L~ ’b .
.SOI 002 004 007 ol 02 04 08 08 4 2 4 B8 B8 I0 15
EQUIVALENT PARTICLE SIZE IN MM.

Fig. 15 - Sediment gradations used in analysis of aecuracy of methods for
total concentration determination.
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1

Eéch‘géédAtion cufvé fﬁasidiVided into a number of émall increments;
then the efror for eaﬁh increment was computed by using the average par-
ticle sizéiin the incremenf. ‘The error for the composite sample was de-
termined by weighting each increment errﬁr according to the pereentage of
sediment iﬁ that increment with respect to the total sample. A relative

roughness’factor of 0.020, corresponding to a Chezy coefficient of 75,

 was used throughout.

27. Errors in point sample methods for determining total concentra-—

LiggyfThe-fESults of the analjsié of point éample ~methods in sampling
the three gradations of sediment are presented in Fig. 16 in terms of
percéntage error at various mean velocities in the vertical. The validity
of these results depends wupon the velocity and sediment distributions
which were determined analytically. The accuracies of the methods are
summafizad according to gradation of sediment as follows:

a. Gradation A: Only the surface method shows an appreci-
able error for mean velocity greater +than 1 ft./sec. but for
mean velocities of 3 ft./sec. or greater even this method gives
fair resvwlts. This indicates that for fine sediments, there is
little choice among most of the point sample methods for veloc-
ities greater than 1 ft./sec.

b. Gradation B: The surface method shows a high negative
error at all ordinary stream velocities. 1In the 0.6 depth
method the error 1is not great, being less than 8 per cent for
all velocities. The 3-point method, in which the middle sample
is given double weight and the bottom sample taken at 0.9 depth,
is fairly accurate for velocities greater than about 4 ft./sec.
The other 3-point sampling methods show greater deviations. For
velocities above R ft./sec. the Luby and Straub are the most
accurate methods. o -

¢. Gradation C: The surface and 3-point methods show
an excessive negative and positive error even for relatively
high stream velocities. The Straub and the Luby 5 and 10-point
methods are fairly accurate. The error in the 0.6 depth method
.ranges from 20 per cent negative to 12 per cent positive as the
velocity increases from 4 to 10 ft./sec.
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28. Errors in depth-integration method for determining total con-

centration--The deviations . from the true mean concentration, when the
depth—integration method is applied to the three typesof graded sediment,
are shown in Fig. 17. The results may be summed up as follows:

a. Gradation 4: For filling rates which are either uni-
form, equal to velocity, or as with the Rock Island sampler at
5 and 15-ft. depths, the errors are inappreciable. The most
serious errors are introduced when the sampler is opened near
the bed. However, the errors in this method become appreciable
with this gradation only at low velocities and great depths.

b. Gradatjon B: For velocities below 5 ft,/sec. all
methods except that in which the Rock Island sampler was used

in a 5-ft. depth show deviations greater than 1 per cent. Next

in accuracy to the Rock Island, is the method in which a sampler

fills at a rate which is equal +to the velocity for the 98 per:

cent depth.’ The procedure in which a sampler is opened at the

bed shows 8 high positive error that decreases with velocity

" but increases with depth.
¢. Gradation C: Only two procedures, namely, sampling

98 per cent of the depth at a filling rate equal to the stream

velocity at every point in the vertical, and sampling 90 per

gent of the depth at-a uniform filling rate, show a fair degree

of accuracy. Other procedures give large errors, particularly

the one in which the sampler is opened near the bottom. -

29, Coefficients of mean concentration--The comparisons presented
in the previous sections show that no single method is accurate for all
conditions, although several were found to be fairly reliable for most

average velocity and sediment distributions and for ordinary stream con-
ditions. Iﬁ even the more accurate methods the errors exceed 50 pér'cent
for extremely large.particles'and relatively low velocities. While it is
realized that the computations in this analysis are not guantitatively
'correct, because they depend upon & theoretical relationship of asediment
distribution and stream conditions which were based upon a relatively

small amount of field data, and are further limited by the accuracy of
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the sample collected,‘thé analysis indicates that under certain conditions
‘the sampling errors are excessive.

"~ A study was made of the' practicabllity of applying coefficlents to
the results obtained with the various sampling metheds +to correct these
excessive errors. Obviously, such a procedure would be unsatisfactory
for cases in which the coefficient varied rapidly for small changes in
stream and sediment conditions because in such cases 1t 1s difficult to
select the proper coefficient. PFor the best sampling conditions in all
methods the value of the coefficient approaches "the limit, 1.0, and
changes least rapidly for any glven change in stream and.sediment condi-
tions. Therefore, it is advisable to use a method in which the value of
the coefficlent is always close to 1.0. For the more accurate methods,
the coefficient is rarely larger than 2.0 or less than 0.2 and it is
fairly easy to select a good value.

By applying coefficients the results obtained over a period of time
would probablx be more accurate than if no coefficient were applied; how-
ever, an individual measurement would not necessarily be aided by such a
procedure. In any case, it would be an unnecessary refinement to apply a

coefficient if the error in the metho& was less than 10 per cent.

Figs.'le to 20 show the coefficients which may be applied toa sample
taken from a single given depth for a limited size range under various
stream conditions. ©FEach set of curves are for a given relative stream
roughness. The coefflcient to use in order to obiain the mean concentra-
tion in the veftical varies.with parameter( 1 . As is evident from the
nomograph, this parameter varies with the relative stream roughness, with

the particle sizé of the sediment, and with the mean velocity in the
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vertical. In Fig. 18 an example is given +to illustrate the procedure by
which the proper coefficient for given conditions is determined.

As may be seen from these‘curves, if the sample is taken from points
near the surface, the coefficient 1s large for a considerable range of
conditions. This indicates that even though a coefficient may be applied
to the concentration, it is inadvisable +to collect a single sample from
the upper porticn of a vertical when the sediment and velocity distribu-
tions are of considerable curvature. Further inspection of the curves
indicates that the best points +to collect samples from would be between
the 0.6 and 0.8 depths, as within this range the coefficients are, in
most cases, fairly cleose to 1.0. Selection of the best sampling point
would depend upon the particular conditions; for example, for large sizes
of sediment, a low sampling depth would be best.

In Table 6 is presented a typical sef of computations in which co-
efficients are applied to correct for the size distributions of a sample
taken from a given depth under known conditions. These computations are

for size gradation Curve B of Fig. 15 for the following assumed condi-

tions:
a., Total concentration in sample = 1,000 p.p.m.
b. Sampling depth = 0,75 of total depth
¢. Relative roughness, n/Dl/6 = ,010, Chezy ¢ = 150
d. Mean velocity in vertical = 5 ft./sec.

This method must be wused cautiously because it is based wupon a
relatively small amount of field data. Furthermore, it is essential that
a true representétive sémple be obtained from the single sampling point.

At present, certain inherent errors which exist in most samplers tend
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TABLE 6

EXAMPLE OF COMPUTATIONS T0 CORRECT SI1ZE DISTRIBUTION FOR A SAMPLE
FROM A SINGLE POINT BY THE APPLICATION OF A COEFFICIENT

Wean Diameter | Per Cent of - | Concentration Corrected
given size sample in of size Coefficlent | concentration
range mm, size range | range p.p.m. (Fig. 18) _D.p.im.
0.32 1 1o 1.40 14
.21 : 4 40 .67 27
14 10 . ~ 100 .61 61
.095 . 20 - 200 .68 - 136
.067 20 200 79 158
.048 20 : 200 ' .87 174
031 20 200 .96 - 192
.014 5 - . 50 1.00 50

to further limit the use of this method. However, the use of these co-
efficients affords an approximate means for determining the mean sediment

concentration in & vertical from a single sample.
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VIII. SUMMARY

30, Basis df the analysis--The accuracies of the various point
sample and depth-integration methods of sampling a vertical have been
analyzed and the results are presented éraphically and in tabular form.
The errors inherent ,in the wvarious methods are correlated to certain
types‘of sediment distribution curves and to given sfream conditiona for
a particular éize of sediment. Tpe first cbmpﬁrison depends only upon
the existence of such sediment distribution curves and vertical velocity
curves and upon the assuﬁption that fhe sampler collects a true repre- |
sentative sample at the sampling point in the vertical. The errors shown
for given stream and sediment characteristics are based entirely on an
‘extension of the thedfy of turbulence exchange as applied to the vertical
distributions of suspended sediment and upon the assumption that saltation
load movement is insignificant in the sampling zone. The latter compari-
son, therefore, is only as éccurate as the original theor& and the as-
sumptions made in using the theory 1o predict the distribution of sedi-
ment in the vertical. The relatively small amount of pertinent field
data available tends‘to substantiate the theory.

A comparison was made algq of the accuracy of the varlous methods of
determining the total sediment concentration of a greded sediment. Three
typical gradations-in pérticle sizes of sediment were used, representing
the probable range of sizes usually found in suspension. The error in
total concentration was determined for each curve by summing up the errors
for each size weighted by the percentage of that size in each sample.

The analyses are baséd on the assumption that each sample taken is a

true representation of the water-sediment mixture at the sampling point.
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Actually, this condition is not fulfilled in present field operations be-
cause as determined in the investigation of sampling action, presented in
Report No. 5 of this series, existing samplers do not collect representa-'
tive samples. It has been found that for particles larger than 0.03 mm.
diameter significant errors in sampling occur 1f the pressure of the
sampler changes the normal flow lines upstream from the sampling point.
Changeé in direction of the flow lines, as with the bottle type sampler,
or changes in the pattern due to a difference between the intake veloclty
and the normal stream velocity at the sampling point are common to most
existing samplers. Therefore, in applying this analysis, the type and
action of the sampler used must be considered because the inherent error
of the sampler must necessarily be superlmposed upon the errors which

were indicated by the varicus methods used in this report.

3l. Comparison of methods—-No point sample or depth-integration

method was found to be accurate for the entire range of stream and sedi-
ment conditions assumed. The‘surface and 0.6 depth methods, in which no
coefficients are used, and the method in which a sample is collected at
the surface, mid-depth, and bottom, generally show appreciable error.
The depth-integration method in which the sampler 1s opened at some point
below the surface and fills while ascending yields very large errors irf
this initial point is at a great depth. These errors may be compensated
for, somewhat, by the loss in sediment that occurs due to the initial in-
rush; however, this method is not rgcommended for large sizes of sediment
and deep streams., Of all the methods analyzed, the three which appear to
be reasonably accurate for mosf conditions are classified and described

briefly in the subparagraphs which follow:
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a. Straub method: Samples are obtained at the 0.2 and 0.8
depth and their sediment concentrations are weighted 5/8 and
3/8, respectively; a summation of these weighted concentrations
is considered the mean concentration in the vertlcal. Since
this method was developed for a linear distribution of sediment,
it is most accurate for that particular distribution.

b. - Luby method: Samples are obtained at the midpoint of
sectlons of equal water discharge, the number of -samples col-
lected depending upon the accuracy desired. Usually, sampling
5 points in a vertical will yield fairly accurate results.

¢. Depth-integration method: In this method the sampler
fills while both descending and ascending. A sampler which
fills at a rate equal to the velocity at every point in the
vertical and which will traverse 95 per cent of the depths, or
more, gives the most accurate results.

Table 7 presents a comparison between these three methods, consider-
ring the depth-integration method as performed with the Rock Island
sampler. The theory indicates that, for a given particle size, the errors
for all mean stream velocities above a certain minimum will fall within a
given per cent. These minimum velocities are shown in the table for three

different percentages of error and for four particle sizes.
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TABLE 7

COMPARISQN OF STRAUB, LUBY, AND DEPTH-INTEGRATION METHODS
FOR VARIOUS SEDIMENT SIZES AND STREAM VELOCITIES

Minimum stream velocity in ft./sec. for
errors not to exceed given limit
Maximum Particle Depth-Integration
limit size, method with Rock Luby method Straub method
of error, mm, Island Sampler, with 0.2 and 0.8
per cent 15-ft., 98.4 per S5 points depth
cent of depth
5 .010 0.5 0.5 0.5
.050 1.25 .5 o5
115 2.6 2.0 .85
.35 4.5 10.0 5.0
10 .010 5 .5 o5
050 .75 .5 5
115 2.0 1.25 .75
.35 3.5 6.5 4.5
20 .010 .5 5 o5
.050 5 5 N
.115 1.25 .9 .65
+35 2.75 4.5 4.0

The data shown in this table are based on an average relative roughness
factor. Other roughness factors would have some effect, but similar com-
parisons would yleld the same relative results.

The table 1indicates that for particle sizes of 0.115 mm. or less,

the Straul? method allows the largest velocity range, while for larger
sizes the depth-integration method has the widest range. The Luby method
apparently falls between the others. Since this comparison is entirely
analytical, it does not account for inherent errors in the sampling methods.

The Straub method indicates a greater accuracy for a wider range of
conditions than the others. This apparent advantage is offset, in part,
by the fact that in sampling only ﬁwo points in a vertical, it is possible
that a true representative sample may not be obtained due to fluctuations

in the sediment concentration. The Straub method requires somewhat less
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field work than does the Luby method but requires twice as much labora-
tory work because in the former each sample must be analyzed separately,
while in - the latter, usually, only one laboratory analysis 1s needed.

The Lﬁby method in which at least five samples are collected séema
to be reasonably accurate under ordinary conditlons. Since a sample col-
lected by this method 1s probably more representative of the true aediﬁént
distribution in the vertical, it is likely to yleld better results than
the others. This method requires'more detalled control of the field
work, but, as previocusly mentloned, the :laboratory work is simple because
if all the samples are of equal volume they may be combined for a single
analysis. The Luby method is not limited as to sampling depth and is
probably the most reliable method for deep streams except under condi-
tions in which a linear dlstribution of sediment occurs; in such cases,
the Straub method is equally as good or better.

By—uéing the depth-integration method with a sample which is de-
signed to fill at a rate equal to the stream velocity at every point in
the vertical and which traverses 25 per cent of the stream depth at the
vertical, results are obtained which are about as accurate as the Straub
or Luby method. 1If a greater percentage of the stream depth 1s sampled
in this manner, the error is even less. Therefore, for shallow streams,
below 20 ft., this method is the most accurate and requires a minimum of
field work and laboratory analysis. For deeper streams, a sampler which
integrates at a point, i.e., fills at a rate equal to the stream velocity
at the particular sampling.point, offers a method which also always
obtains a true representétive sample and which, likewise, requires a

minimum of field and laboratory work.
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One phase of the future work in this project is to develop samplers
which will fill at a rate equal to the stream veloclity either at a point
or while traversing a vertical in a stream, thereby, always collecting a
true repressntative Eample of the suspended sediment.

In using the depth-integration method in which the sampler fills at
a uniform rate it appears that under certain conditions, for example,
when 25 per cent of the depth is sampled for a relative roughness factor
of 0.020, +the per cent of error Iis lowsr than that of any of the other
methods used; however, this 1s true only for a rather limited range of
depths sampled. In general, thls method is an inferior ons because it is
impossible to collect a true  representative sample in a sampler which
fills at a uniform rate.

Applying a coefficlient to the concentration of a single point sample
in a vertical in order to determine the mean concentration in the verti-
cal has the obvious advantage of a single fileld operation and a single
laboratory analysis. Curves have been presented from which the proper
coefficient to apply to a sample taken from any point in the veftical may
be determined. Since there 1s a sediment distribution, expressed by +t
in these curves, for each size of sediment present in the sample, theo-
retically the coefficients should be applied to each distribution. As a
matter of fact, they may be applied to a narrow range of sizes which are
treated as a single particle silze. If these coefficients are used, the
sample from the lower port;on of the vertical, preferably between 0.6 and
0.8 of the stream depth. The use of this method 1s limited at present by
an inadequacy of accurate sampling equipment, and by the need for further

verifying the theory wupon which these coefficients are based. However,
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these coefficlents afford a rapid method for determining the approximate
mean concentration of suspended sedlment 1In a stream vertical from a

single sample collected at any point in the stream vertical.
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